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The Supreme Court refused
yvesterday to hear a petition by
Sen. Thomas J. Dodd (D-
Conn,) for reinstatement of
his $l-million damage suit
against columnists Drew Pear-
son and Jack Anderson.

The Court left standing a
lower court ruling that the
Senator had no wvalid claim
against the columnists who
published information taken
from the senator's private
files by Dodd employes,

Dodd’s lawyers had asked
the Supreme Court to hear
the case as a test of a public
ofieial’s right to be protected
against such incursions, and of
the limits to me placed on
newsmen’'s tactics. Chief Jus-
tice Earl Warren, a longtime
friend of Pearson, did not par-
ticipate in the consideration of
the request.

Dodd was censured by the
Senate two years ago this
month, partly on the basis of
charges by Pearson and an-
derson that he had spent cam-
paign contributions for his pri-
vate use,

Dodd sued in U.S. District
Court here, seeking $5 million
on charges of libel, invasion of
privacy and “wrongful conver-

sion” of his private property.|'

He later dropped the libel
count and reduced his damage
claim to $1 million.

Based on facts submitted by
both sides, the District Court
threw out the invasion of pri-
vacy count, but ruled that the
Senator could press his claim
of “wrongful conversion” —
unlawful use of his property.

The US. Court of Appeals
here upheld the lower court
on the invasion of privacy
issue, but overruled it on the
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